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yes greatest newspaper us peconill: 
Mass Meciia the New York Times, ignored the 
story, as did the Washington 
Evening Star and most other 
papers. The Washington Post 


carried the story as a small], 
item on page ten. 


Yet in 1964. in a court case 
involving two Estonian emigres 
the CIA presented to the court | 

| a secret document authorizing | - 
it to engage in certain domestic 
activities. 


A virtual news blackout has 


7 


been declared by: the nation's 
press concerning the major legal 
challenges that have been 
launched against the Central In- 
’ Telligence Agency. 


‘The August 10 filing of a 
suit in Washington against CIA 
Ditector Richard Helms and other 


-government officials was a 
matter of court record and eas- 


-ily accessible to the news 


media. In addition, a news re-. 
lease containing essential facts 


“about. the story was hand deli- 


vered' to the Washington Post, 
the Evening Star, the Associated 
Press and United Press Inter- 
national. - 4 

A week later, not one ‘line 
‘concerning it had appeared ‘any- 
‘where in the country. 

It was. confirmed by THE VOICE 
that editors were‘well aware of 
the story and its importance. 

A call to one of Washington"s 
two dailies by a source access- 
ible ito THE VOICE produced this 
comment’ from a leading reporter: 
"You can call it a 'press con- 
spiracy' if you like, but we're 
not going to print it and I'm 
sure no one else is either." 


Earlier this year on July 20; 


an important decision in. the 
U.S. Third Circuit Court of 


“ Appeals guaranteed that the CIA: 


would be brought to-court on a | 


challenge that had been in pro-- 
cess, since 1968. America's 


Special Edition 


The Washington Post, .The 
Evening Star, the news ser- 
vices and the local radio 
stations have seen fit to 
suppress one of’ the major news 
stories of the year--the legal 
challenges to the nerve cen- 
ter of American imperialism, 
the Central ARGUS eetice 
Agency. 

For this reason THE VOICE 
felt obligated to fill the 
void by bringing out the 
first "special edition" in 
its young life. 


Domes tic 


The National Security: Act 
which created the CIA states 
that it shall not have "police, 
subpoena, law-enforcing powers 


te 


a Ess 


or internal security functions." 


The CIA has been operating in 
violation of this law for at 

least fifteen years and Prove 
ably longer. 


yIn- early 1966 Richard 


Helms, the Director of the CIA,_ 


in testimony to the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee 
stated flatly that the-CIA does 
not operate in the United 


‘| States, 
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This authorization was in the 
form of an executive order which 


.seems to be in direct, viola- 


tion of the: act’ ‘creating the 
CIA, 7 ane Ue 


hee a matter oe fact the do- 


/mestic operations of the CIA. ' 


were so large by 1964 that it 
set up a Domestic Operations 
Division with headquarters at 
1750. Pennsylvania Ave., about 


| a block and a half from the. 


White House. 
Major breaks in CIA secrecy 


-in' 1966 and 1967 resultéd in 


disclosures that the CIA was 
very heavily involved in financ- 


ang all types of programs at 


such major universities as 
Michigan State and the Massa- — 
chusetts Institute of Technol-. 
ogy. , woah 
In -addition, it was revealed. 
that the CIA had subsidized 
many domestic organizations in- 
cluding the major American 
student organization, The Na+ 


tional Student Association. 
money also found its way into 
at least twenty foundations, 
as well as Radio Free Europe, a 
large publishing house, and 


CIA 


various other organizations. 


Have the CIA's domestic 
operations ceased?,,A simple 


‘inspection ,of telephone books ., . 


discloses that today the CIA has 
offices: in. at: least twenty 
American cities. 


eC ontinusd — 
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America's ‘invisible govern- 


ment,'' the Central Intelligence - 
Agency. (CIA), owes its existence 


to a piece of legislation that 
is unconstitutional. . . 
This is the likely import of. 


recent actions in, Federal Courts 


in Washington and Philadelphia. 
In a suit filed August 10, 
the U.S. District Court for the 
District of. Columbia, three 
Washingtonians challenged the 


secrecy of the CIA's funding and : 


‘ accounting. 

The Washington suit followed 
closely a trailblazing decision 
on July 20 of this year by the 

The Washington suit. followed 
closely a trailblazing decision 
on July 20 of this year by the 
U.S. Third Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals in Philadelphia. In that 


decision a majority of the court 
held that there was a serious le 
gal question concérning the con- 
stitutionality of the CIA act of | 


1949 which established a secret 
procedure for financing the 
agency. 


A Virtually Ignored Clase ° 
Both court cases are based 


- on a virtually ignored clause | 
of the United States Constitu- 


in 


4) od, 


the appellate court sent the 
case to a special three-judge . 
tribunal for determination. 


” That case was brought by Wi11i m 


B. Richardson of Greensberg, 
Penrisylvania, shortly after the 
CIA scandal of early 1968 when . 
Ramparts magazine revealed that 
the agency had been secretly 
financing the international 


‘ activities of the National Stu- 


dent Association. 

- The appellate court “decision 
was by the entire body of nine 
judges, which ruled six to 
three in Richardson's favor. - 

Prior to its decision, the . 
court gave added importance ‘to 
the case by requesting an Amicus 


(friend of the court). bsief from 


former Solicitor General Ralph 
Spritzer, now a law professor. 
Spritzer argued that the chal- 
lenged CIA act laws were, in- 
valid. 

' The importance sebachea by 
the government to Richardson's 
appeal was indicated by their 
appointment of two Assistant 


Attorneys General to prepare °‘ 
the opposing brief.. 


The tribunal then added, NTE 


“these reports (of the spending. 
of federal money) are misleading 


and inadequate, there is no rea- 
son why Richardson, as a taxpay- 
er, should’ not be able to re- 
quire the appropriate executive 
officer to perform his DDE Heats 
ions." ‘ 


tion $pecifically requiring that 2+ ¢. Plaintiffs 


“a regular Statement and Account 
of the Receipt and Expenditures © 


of all public Money shall be 
published from time to time." 
The CIA act of 1949 just. as ex- 
plicitly states '',..Sums made 
available to the Agency may be 
expended without regard to.the 
provisions of Government funds. 
‘funds ." 
The spy agency receives 

somewhere between four and 


twenty billion dollars each year spects. 


in. public funds (how much is a 


, and Arnold Freiman. 


The D.C. suit was ry: by 
William Higgs, Loren Weinberg, ~ 
Higgs is 
the young civil rights. attorney 
who participated with Julius 


‘Hobson in bringing the suit 


which overturned the odious © 
track system in the D.C. 
schools. 

It goes further than the 
Richardson case in several rer 
It asked for the court: 
to act prior to the November el- 


closely ‘guarded secret) that are ections, alleging that the 


carefully hidden throughout the 
appropriations figures for the. 
entire federal government. 


A Speetal ‘Three-Judge Tribunal 


“plaintiffs desire to be inform- 
ed voters in choosing between 
President Nixon and George Mc- 
Govern." : 


The new suit also asks ‘for a 7 


_ state-by-state’ and nation-by~ 


ures, aS well as sep 


: article in the New york * 


eA GaP GRE CIR RNP BBO raed 3 


ee 


~~ - & 


ions. CIA Director Richard Helms 
and Eliot Richardson, Secretary ° 
‘of the Department of Health, Ed: » 
‘ucation and Welfare are PeOuEY 
-into the local suit. - pe es 
The‘ DC litigation asks: the: 
court to end all secret financ- | 
_ing of domestic organizations - by 
the’ spy' agency: ‘A final request 
of the court ‘is. to order the: CIA: 
to cease conducting military: acs 
tivities. © t2crs pe 
As soon as it was filed,’ the’ 
D.C. case.was assigned to U.S. 
District ‘Court Judge William. pat 
Bryant’. ‘Brydnt- Will imake the “| 
-initial determination as to 
whether a special three judge 
court is required. If he decided 
it is’ then -he will by -law refer 
the matter to Y. Sy Court «ox : 
Appeals for. ‘the District’ “of ‘Colum 


pia’ ichieg’ yadge 7 david" Bazeldn 
lwould then be: responsible for, 
the appointment of the: special 
three person court. — 


eS TeR ee eS 


",..we have -gone far indeed | 


toward permitting the intel- | 
ligence agency, and the enecu- | 
tive in general, to exercise 
| unrestr.tined powers over our 
| foretgn relations and, to an 
alarming degree, over impor- | 
tant areas of our domestte - | 
life as well. So far has 
this trend advanced that the 
| values of our soctety are 
now endangered by the means - 
intended for thetr defense." 
"Whatever we do to try ta 
resolve thts dilemma, what. — } 
| ever we do to defend our'na  } 
| ttonal values, we ought never , 
to. forget that the foremost 
safeguard of these values’ is 
the American Constitution. ; 
It ean be changed, ‘when tt, ts 
found wanting, by the means 
designated in the Constttut~- 
ton ttself.' But in the’ words 
| of Washington's greatest" ad:', 
dress: "Let there be no 
change by usurptation, for: 
though this tn one instance 
may be-the instrument of good. 
tt isthe customary weapon by 
which’ free governments ‘are + 
destroyed, AM wee Esti tee, 
Senator ‘Rilbright. 4 ti 


an 
gine, April 23, 1967 


continued 
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Subscribe Today! 


Dear Reader: ae 
\ . - 
Weteone: to THE WORKING PEOPLE'S VOICE. You are reading i ‘ 
Washington!s newest newspaper. You are also reading the only - 
paper in Washington reporting the day to day. per uneress? and 
concerns of working people. : 
4 
; As socialists, we feel- there is ‘areal need in Washington 
' for a working people's newspaper. Nowhere in the District 
is the news about worker. s concerns and actual struggles. re- 


ported.: 


THE VOICE will report the real effects on gonine: people ; 
of the economy and government and the real struggle of work- 
ing people in the fight Bentuee racism and exploitation. 


The Working People' s Voice, Inc., is a non-profit corpor- - 
ation. Its staff is made up entirely of unpaid volunteers. 
THE VOICE is not the publication of any organized political 
tendency. We begin as a twelve page monthly and hope to soon 
eopene to sixteen pages and more ‘frequent. publication. 


‘The first issue of. THE VOICE has been given to you with our 
compliments. We hope you find it interesting. Please take 
a minute to tear off the subscription blank at the bottom of 
this letter and return it with $2.50 for your subscription to 
the next ten issues of THE VOICE. 


In addition to your kiheeriptions we would welcorie any: 
- larger supporting contributions you might wish: to make. 
-Washington needs a working ‘people! s menepapen: oe ag owe 
porting. THE VOICE. ; : ‘ 


SUBSCRIBE TODAY! LL - - ne 


aes WORKING PEOPLE'S VOICE = a ae 
Ten issue subscription at $2. Eo : Ps 


Supporting contribution of $10 ee ay 
$25 
Other 
Your ‘name: _ ee ee * 


Ss Address: z eee oe ea : ; 
aes * (zip) ; fs 

_ Make Check or Money Order payable to THE WORKING ‘PEOPLE'S VOTCE 
Mail to 645 Massachusetts Ave., N.E.- Nastingten y D.C. 20002 
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-THE VOICE is in the process of building its network of news- 
stand outlets. At present you should direct your friends to ane 
following setabisenicets ne Puy a San ne ae VOICE:. : 


Community Bookstore Ae ease oe P stieee. NW 
Discount Books - - - - - ~ -.~ - -1342 Connetticutt Ave.,. NW’. 
Drum and Spear - - -7- - = -:-.- 21371 Fairmont, NW 
Florida Avenue News - -'- - - > 7 714 Florida Ave.,, NW 
General News wee eee -' -'+18th & Columbia Ave., NW 
Griers News - ~ - - eters eo B49 Upshur Street , NW 
Harris Grocery - -.~ - - - -.- - -4532 Georgia Ave., NW 
‘lucas Variety ----- crc 7 - - H & llth Streets, NX _ 
McCoy Foods = ‘=! a:20e a in nie! 10th € SO. Carolina Ave., NRX 
Narragansett Leathers, +. i- 2.200. 319, 7th, Street, SE 
Sam's ‘Newstand - -- -- 5-7 1011 Rittenhouse Street, NW 
Stanton Park Gracery - -'» = == Stanton Park, NE 
Sesame Seed - - ='- - - = - + -'- Eastern Market, SE - 
Step One = - + 5.- 5 ee =, 7054 Carroll (Tacoma Park, Md. i.) 
v & T. Grocery ;- fee 40) oc - 6th & A Streets, NE ware 
ieee Newstands* J0plichS- sos 2 rath street, N 


7h * 603 |-, 15th Street, NW 
head Card a Gift Shop | oo 2727 Georgia. Ave., NW 


Aynie Fretman — ' a Loren Weinberg: 


Twenty- -two year old Arnie Since 1968, Loren Weinberg, 
Freiman is presently working on 29, has been an assistant pro- % 
his doctorate degree in educa- * fessor. of Political Science at 

_ tion from the University of - Federal City College. 
Massechusetts. ; Mr. Weinberg, who was one 


_ He was, co-founder- and is pre- | of the founding members of the 
gently. co-director of Communitas | DC Statchood Party, led the 


~ a new two year university Ward 6 organization in Julius 
without walls program in Wash- Hobson's congressional cam- 
ington opening in January,.1973. |paign, and is currently active 
The program has a project~- in Charles Cassell's campaign 
oriented curriculum designed to. | for non-voting delegate. He 
‘develope the necessary skills — |is also co-ordinating the 
for 1@éal and regional people to | Statehood Party's economic 
achieve political.and economic | study of the DC government! s 
self- sufficiency. tad, _|xevenue structure. 
- Prior to taking on his pre- . Presently a member of the 
sent activities Arnie Frieman . |New American Movement, Loren 
worked for the Urban.Law Insti- Weinberg's past iivolvenent 
tute as a Commmity Action per- {includes tenant organizing in 


“son, for a citizens group. in the |Harlem, community organizing. 

' Model Cities Program in Wilming- among Chicanos in Colorado; and 
‘ton, Deleware, ahd for the Wash- |presiding over Local 1855, Ameri- 
ington Center for Metropolitan | ‘jAmerican Federation oF. Teachers, 
Studies. ‘ RO ey AFL-CIO, Oy 
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1947 CIA set up by National ‘ference in Vietnam and sup- 


Security Act.c j ports selection of Ngo Dinh 
1949-53 CIA’ supports anti- ~gov~ Diem as head of government in- 
ernment gucrillas in Burma.des- the South. 
pite continuing protests of 1956-61 CIA organizes U2 
Burmese government. flights over U.S.S.R. and. 
1950 CIA tries to- oust Sexe flights continue even after 
Figueres, President of Osta. ‘U.S. pilot Gary Powers is 
Rica. ~  |shot down in May, 1960. 
Peoples Republic oe 1958 CIA supports groups . 
China captures John Thomas =~ ~=«| trying to overthrow President 
Downey and Richard George ~~ |Sukarno.of Indonesioa, Allen 
Fecteau and charges them with Lawrence Pope shot down in 
being CIA agents parachuted _ . |.B26 over Indonesia 
into China to organize.sub- | 1961 April 15, 1961 nine CIA 
versive activities. B26's take off from Puerto Co-_ 
1952. CIA backs Phoumi “jhezos, Nicaragua: destination 
Nosavan for premier in Laos. Cuba. The beginning of the Bay 
. - |of Pigs adventure to overthrow — 
1953 ~=Kermit Roosevelt, . |the Castro government in Cuba, 
grandson of Theodore Roosevelt, CIA participates in 
leads CIA organized revolt and murder of Congolese leader 
overthrows the government of Patrice Lumumba. 
Premier Mohammed Mossadegh in 1962 - CIA launches secret war 
Iran. : in Laos under cover, of Agency. 
' |for International: Development. 
January 12, COA S, & 1963 CIA supports overthrow 
shoots ‘down airplane carrying | land murder of its own creation:: 
eleven American airmen over | Ngo Dinh Diem. 
Chinese territory illegally. 1965 Marines invade Domini - 
1954 ° CYA supports organ- tan can Re B14 
———, d public. 
Zens OF army an Hendueas 41969 - CIA murders alleged 
which invades Guatemala: and double agent in“Vietnam. 
pve Tel fou>y ene cover ieny OF 1970 CIA organizes over- 
Jacobo.“Arbenz: Guzman. . throw of Prince Norodom Siha~ 
CIA begins inter- | nouk in Cambodia. 
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After Four Vears oe 


: 


Wins In Court * te 


‘About four. and ‘one-half years 
ago, during the:NSA ~ CIA scan- - 
dal,:the New York Times pub-” 
lished a list of approximately 
100 organizations and agencies 
uséd as fronts through which the 
CIA funneled its monies. 

Mr. William B. Richardson, re 
Insurance Claims Examiner, 
Greensburg, Pennsylvania,. was 
very-disturbed by the Times ar-; 
ticle. 
Constitution had.lead him to . |: 

“believe that expenditures of - 
government, agencies must be 3 
made public through the U. S. /! 
Congress which appropriates 
‘funds. | “ 

And so, in November, 1967, 
private citizen William . ree 
Richardson,, then 48,. filed a. rae 
law suit in Federal Court chal-' 
lenging the constitutionality of 
the secret funding of the CIA. » 


mas 


Since that. time, re ewig ae 


an ‘insurance man of 17. years,. 
has been’ given. "walking papers! 


ed unemployment: for Tors than a 
. year. 7 ¢ Rd aes ae 


‘For the “Past four aa oné-_ 
OY a. 
1 Dy 
1) 


ns 
Seon eal 


Pennsylvania lh Mian : 


His knowledge of, the y 


wis! (thé CIA): isan ‘sistrunedt } 1 
by his employer tand ‘has suffer)! 


Maas ti 


half years, Mr. Richardson‘ s 
case has been bouncing around 
the Federal judiciary, beaten 
back on one technicality after 
another, Finally,: his works 
have borne fruit - the Third 
Circuit Court of Appeals. de- 
cided in July, 1972 to recog- 
nize. the seriousness of Mr. 
Richardson's case (The CIA 
case pending in Washington is 
a direct out growth of the 
Richardson case). : oe 
_A VOICE corresporident , in - 
an. interview with Mr.. Rich- 7 
ardson, found him-in. good © Pe a. 
spirits. . Now working in the - 
Public Defenders. office, Mr.. 
Richardson, though dismayed by 
the lack of attention his case 
has received in the national 
press, ,does not regret. his °° 
struggles over the Best four and 
a half years. | 


ie. cues ae 
doo50 
for seéret ‘intervention ‘inthe iets : 


}affairs o€ other countries ... 


‘Smith ‘Simpson, former Foreign» 
Service Officer . 


era va Pee A VN 


UNITED STATES COURTS OF appegig? File wa 
For THE TuiRD Circuit 7 


ef ever Dh 


Scales Uke me NOL TOOT at Sy gna 
- : e rs at 4 ses be ‘. : LL + 
-*  °* WILLIAM B. RICHARDSON, Appellant © 8 ~~ 
v, ; 


“ 


“ UNITED*STATES OF AMERICA; DAVID M. KENNEDY, - 
Secretary of the Treasury for the UNITED STATES. 


and S. S. ‘SOKOL, Commissioner of Accounts for the z 


"ment - “ 


_ Secretary of the Treasury, pre? STATES Govern- A 


‘(@. C. Civil Action No. 70.23) 


a A ee a} 


a 
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‘APPEAL FRoM THE | Unirep. STATES District Court - 
For THE WESTERN DisTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA . 


zie 


coh Alas 


apy ao Pe fits 
: yas CRS : MSPe cha? ae 
: ne ota Argued. .June 95, 41971 Boi GPR Se ee 


Feat loorg WEOT. 


i ag 
Ce " Before. VAN. Dusen , and Rosinn, Circuit "judges, ae 


aa 


a ee 


ooueal Tudaes. ond Kear. District 


and rarr, District Judge, 


ms 


on submission before the Court En Bane by Order 
dated May 11, 1972 


ae 


nee i fee ws aoe 
“ye 4 et crane ety 
[3 Tinh ate! : OPINION -OF THE COURT. , wa cb theeks 
: : a hie ecg met 
oe ; ee 10 Pate 4 rad 4 july 20,. 1972), ye wt) dne? Ste 2 
. “Cover page of aed ¢ Cireutt. Court oe * 


= ¢ ease deetded se 20, 1972 je 
In contrast to the case fre- 


quently heard on appeal, in 
“which the Government seeks an 


i Text O Of 


accounting’ from the taxpayer, ~ 


here ‘it is the taxpayer who 
seeks an accounting from the 
Government. . 

-Appellant, acting in propria. 
persona, complained that the - 
Government's consolidated 

_ statement, entitled "Combined . 

. Statement of Receipts, Expen- 
ditures and Balances of. the 
United States Government," fails 
to show monies received and ex- 
pended by the Central Intelli- 
gence Apericy. (CIA). He alleged 
that the Central Intelligence 
Agency Act relieving the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury from - 
publishing such figures was re- 
‘pugnant to the Constitution and 
void. He sought a writ of man- 


damus to compel the Secretary “of 


the Treasury to publish an -ac- 
counting of the receipts and ex- 
penditures of the CIA and to en- 
_ioin any further publication of - 
the Combined Statement which did 
not reflect them. His appli- 
“cation for a three judge court. 
was denied by the district -court 
which subsequently dismissed 
the complaint on grounds of 
Standing and justiciability.. 


remand. 


ate 


Lu 


7s — 
After oral argument, this 


court deemed the issues raised — 


by the case of sufficient 
importance to necessitate the 
appointment of amicus curiae. 


~ Professor Ralph S. Spritzer 


of the University of Pennsyl- 
vania Law School, formerly 
Acting Solicitor General of. 
the United States. He has sub- 
mitted a thoughtful brief to 
which all parties have re- 


“sponded. 4 


i 


_ * Because’ apnetiant ahugke PAG 
challenge the system by which 
the Federal Government accounts — 


for funds spent by the Central 


Intelligence Agency,.a brief ex 


planation of that system is 


necessary to put his action. ino 


appropriate context. 

The Federal Government ' Ss 
spending powers, enumerated ‘in 
articleI, section 9, clause7, 
which provides: 


In accordance with this man- 


havens all federal agencies Xx- 3 


Pee ee ‘from the 


Congress. .31 U.S.C. 8696. The 
Secretary of-the Treasury then 
prepares an annual statement by. 
"head of appropriation" for the 
use of the Executive, the Con- 
gress and the public reflecting 


- how much each agency has spent. 


‘during the previous fiscal year. 
31 U.S.C. $66b(a),1029. Since 
‘there is no specific appropria- _ 
tion for the CIA, its receipts 
and expenditures are not listed 
in the document. 

The Central Intelligence 
Agency Act of 1949, 63 Stat. 
208, 50 U.S.C. 8403 et seq. 


. (1970), established a unique 
procedure for funding the CIA. 
_ Section 403f (a) permits the: 


CIA to transfer and receive 
- funds from other agencies with: 


No Money shall be drawn from the. approval of thé Bureau of 


the Treasury, but in Conse- 


"the Budget (now Office of 


‘quence of Appropriations made Management and Budget) "with-_ 


by Law; and a regular.State- 
ment and Account of the Re- 
.«. ceipts and Expenditures of . 


rom time 


out regard to any provisions of 
law limiting. or prohibiting 


. transfers between appropria- 


We will vacate. * SaRpprdvea rer Patan SE --BPbB-PA 314R000300310037-9 


Gontinued Z 
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tions.'' Once the money has been 


spent, the CIA need not disclose 


its. functions or personnel, 50 

U.S.C. 8403(g), and:. - 

. -[t]he:sums made available to 
the Agency may be expended _ 
without. regard to the pro-. 
vixions of law and regula- 
tions relating to the ex- 
penditure of Government 
funds;' and for objects of a 
confidential extraordinary, 

.’ or emergency nature, such ex- 

‘ penditures to be accounted 
' for solely on the certificate 

, -of the Director and every 

such certificate shall be 
deemed a sufficient voucher 
for the amount therein 

- certified. 50 U.S.C. $403 * 

(3) (b). 

This procedure creates a two- 
step system for disbursement of 
the Treasury's monies-to the 
CIA. 
ates money to some other agency, 
‘and then.that agency transfers 

‘the funds to the CIA. The only- 
accurate accounting for the 
funds is the certificate ren- 


First, Congress appropri- 


action alleging that the ap- 
pelleés have a constitutional 
and statutory obligation to 


“set forth an accurate accounting 


. Central. Intelligence Agency 
-Act, and that a mandamus 


deted by the Director of the CIA, 


but it does not appear that this 
certificate or its contents are 
‘made available to the public. 
-Presumably the money actually 
spent is reflected in the Trea- 
sury Department's annual state- 
ment as.a disbursement by the _ 
original agency to which Con- 
gress made the appropriation, 
although it may not be re- ~ 
flected at all. 


Appellant Richardson, a i‘ oe 


citizen and taxpayer residing 
in Greensburg, Pennsylvania, 


_ wrote the Treasury Depart-. ..,. 

-,ment, inquiring about the annual. 
He was... 
the © 


‘expenditures of the CIA. 
informed by defendant Sokol, 
‘Treasury officer in charge of 
‘ the publication of the’ annual 

' statement, that Treasury De~ 
partment did not receive in- 
formation on the CIA because of 
the congressional determination 


, that’ such information should not . 


be made public. He further - 
Stated that neither he nor the 
. defendant Secretary of the 

” Treasury had access to the in- 
formation appellant desired. 
There was no further adminis- 
trative relief available. 


Appellant a aa ae it arb oi re cee 


‘of the expenditures of the 
. United States. 


He contended 
that the Central Intelligence 
Agency Act of 1949, which 


‘creates an exception for the CIA, 


is repugnant to the Constitution 
because its prohibition against 
reporting the CIA's expenditures 
contravenes the mandate of - 
Article 1, section 9, clause 7._ 
He asked that a three-judge 
court be convened to determine 
the constitutionality of the 


issue against the defendants 


_requiring them to publish a 
‘financial statement which 
- complies with the commands of 


the Constitution and the remain- 
ing acts of Congress. : 
Appellant also alleged that 


_. the constitutional duty to _. 


provide a regular account of 
receipts and expenditures of. 
public money is one owed to the 


_citizen and taxpayer, for oPas 


its obvious design is to.:.. 


‘ provide members of the elec-: - 


torate with information lying ‘at 


the core of public account-. 
ability in a democratic pees 


_-~ Appellant alleges several: 


“grounds for jurisdiction, only: 


one of which is proper. .It is. 
the. relatively new Mandamus. 
and Venue Act, 
which states: 
The district courts shall 
have original jurisdiction: of 
any action in the nature of ~ 
mandamus to compel’ an of- - 
ficer or employee of the 
'. United States or any agency. 
thereof to perform a duty 


os pone ed: to the Deca ares Paes a 
ae ar aH it. ‘ 


What ‘is pre natnne oF ‘the’ wa? 


. duty which appellant. charges 


was ‘breached? The duty alleged 
here arises under article 1, 


section 9, clause 7 as imple-.. 


_ mented by the Congress under 31 


Us S.C. $866b(a) and 1029, 


Appellant 's position is at 
Save for the existence of the 
Central ‘Intelligence Agency Act, 


Pop rave money specifically 


28 U.S.C. $1361, 


sowed to the appellant. 


8 


' for the CIA, and the Secretary 
-of the Treasury would be re- 
quired to give an accounting to 


the President, the Congress and 
the’public for the agency's — 
expenditures by that head of 
appropriation, as mandated by 31 
U.S.C.'$1029. . 

The Government argues that no 
specific duty exists because the | 


‘Congress has, by the Central 


Intelligence Agency Act, re- 
lieved the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the obligation to 
publish a statement pertain- . 
ing to funds received and ex- 
pended by the CIA. .It also con- 
tends the Secretary connot be 
under such an obligation be- 
cause he does not possess the-” 


ay 


CIA's accounts. 


We'do not decide the con- 
stitutionality of the Central 
Intelligence Agency Act. How- 


‘ ever, for the purpose of deter- 
"mining whether mandamus.wil] 


lie against him in the federal- 
courts, an officer of the: —. 
Government cannot deprive the 


court of jurisdiction to-compel 
' performance of an otherwise 
clear statutory duty by in- 


voking the authority. of what is 
challenged as an unconstitu- 
tional ‘law. 


Therefore, the Government may 


- not rely on the CIA Statute to 


preclude jurisdiction of this 
mandamus action. : 
Except for the CIA Seatute: 
the Secretary of the Treasury is 
under a clear command of Con- 
gress to account for all monies. 
as they are actually expended by 
the different federal agencies, | 
In fulfilling that duty, he has 
no discretion. 31 U.S.C. 81029... 
Nor are we persuaded by the 
Government's argument. that the 


.duty of the Secretary of the 


Treasury is not specifically 

The 
debates at the Constitutional .7 
Convention_in 1787 and the 


State ratifying conventions 
reveal that those who proposed 


the present language of the. 


‘clause believed that the citi- 
_zenry should. receive. some. form 
,- of accounting from the 
'. Government. 


.The use of the | 


Continued 


. 


toe 


Approved For Release 2004/10/28 : CIA- RDP88- 01314R000300310037-9 


-Government. .The use of the 
.word "published" in article:l, 
section 9, clause 7 emphasizes a 
‘that intention. 
This constitutional obli- |. 
- gation to account to the pub-. .. 
lic is supported .by the Con- 
“gressional enactment of 31 
‘U.S.C. S66b(a), which pro- 
vides: 
The Secretary of the Treas-:. 
-, -ury shall prepare such-re- 
» ports for the information of. 
the President, the Congress, 
- and the public as will pre-’ 
sent the results of the : 


_.Government.... (emphasis 
supplied). 


‘ Thus Congress' own language 
indicates that the Secretary's 
duty to present financial re- 
ports runs not enly to the 
President and the Congress, but: 
also to.the- public at large. If 
these repors are misleading and 
inadequate, there is no reason 
why Richardson, as a taxpayer, 
‘should not bé ‘able to.require ©‘ 


the appropriate executive of- 
- ficer to perform his obliga- ‘ 
tions: . 

Appellant's case meets all 
the considerations required for 
mandamus. While mandamus. 

. should be-construed liberally in 


cases’ charging a violation of ‘a 


-constitutional right, even -under 

-prineiples ef strict construc- © 
tion Appellant has set forth a - 
cléar duty owed to him by the 
‘Secretary of the Treasury. 


The appellant must also have 
sufficient standing in order. 
to invoke the jurisdiction of 
a federal court. Article 111, 
‘section 2 limits the judicial 

‘power of federal cours to con- 
Sideration of "cases" or "con- 
wtroversies." se 

A responsible and reli 

“gent taxpayer and citizen, of 
course, wants to. know how his 
tax money is being spent. 

“Without this information he 
cannot intelligently follow 
the actions of the Congress or 

.of the Executive. Nor can he 

- properly fulfill his obliga: 
tions as a member of the elec- 
torate. The Framers of the~ 
Constitution deeméd fiscal in- 
formation esséntial if the. 


electorate was ARPEANediBer Release 


- control over iho repay aen Ry 


financial operations of the. © 
". the dictate of article I, 

‘of the United 

‘States Constitution that the | * 


tives and mzet their new ves- 
ponsibilities as citizens of: 
the Republic; and they ‘mandated 


‘ publication, although stated in 


genered terms, of the Govern- _ 
Ment 's meCetDES and expendi - at 


“tures, 


It would he difficult to 


«fashion a requirement more 


clearly conveying the framers' 
intention to regularize expendi- 


“ tures’ and to require public ac- 
_countability. 


- unless it appears 


judge court, 
that the con- 
raised by 
action is in- 


vening of a three 


stitutional issue 
‘appellant in this 
substantial ee eS 

Whether the issue is insub-.- 
.Stantial must be determined by 
the allegations of the bill of 
‘complaint. . 

The appellant seeks to void 
legislation allegedly ‘repug- 
nant. to a specific constitution- 
al mandate. The language of ; 


We not that if appellant, ‘as’ a article 1, section 9, clause 7 


a citizen, voter and taxpayer, * 


is not entitles to maintain an . 
‘action such as this to enforce 
sec- , 


tion 9. clause 7, 


Federal Government provide an 


“laccounting of the expenditure 
.of all public money, then it is’. 


difficult to see how this re- 
quirement, which the’ framers of 


~the Constitution considered vi- - 
‘tal to the proper functioning of, . 
our democratic republic, may be _ 


enforced at all. 
The Sout ines CORPRIAR UES. 


'. ficient. allegations to give the 


appellant standing consistent 


“with article III. of ‘the. Consti-. 
“*tution to invoke the court's! = *4- 


jurisdiction for an adjuication’: 


‘on the merits. 


We next consider whether a 
“three judge court ‘should have“. 


been convened to hear appel-, 
lant's complaint. 28 U.S.C. 

2282 provides that an applica- 
tion for an injunction restrain- 
ing the enforcement, operation 
or execution of any act of Cong-- 
ress for repugnance to the Con-. 
stitution of the United States 
shall not be granted by any dis- 
trict court unless heard by 
three judges. - 

The ultimate effect of this 


action, if successful, will. be 


to alter immediately the opera- 


‘tion of critical features of the 


Central Intelligence Agency Act. 


Further, while based on the man- : 


damus statute, this action con- 


. templates injunctive relief in 


aid ‘of the mandamus through - 


‘restraining the publication of 


the Combined Statement of Re- 
ceipts Expenditures and Bal- 
ances until it reflects the 


_ CIA's operations. 


Bog eir28° E4RYEIP8BE01S14R000300310037-9 


rict court 
was required to request the con- 


could be reasonably: construed: 
‘in Appellant's favor, and: there 
is nothing in prior decisions \ 


. of the Supreme Court which fore- 


closes such interpretation. 

An additional reason for dis- 
missal of this action ‘by the 
district court was that the 
question posed by appellant in. 
his complaint was not justici - 
able because it was barred by. 
the political question doctrine, 
We make no comment except to.- 
State that this issue is inter- . 
_twined with the merits of the - , 
‘case and it must be left for 
development at the subsequent 
‘hearing before the three judge -° 

court, : 

We .conclude, sheveture: that. ° 
the. complaint presents. a con- 
stitutional cause of action 
. raising a substantial question 
which requires the convening of. 

a three judge court. On remand, 
the district judge will take’ ‘ 


' | appropriate steps to request the 


-Chief Judge of this Court to 
i designate a statutory three-' - 
judge court. *‘AlL ‘remaining’ ‘ise t3 


~ sues not resolved in this opin- 


ion shall be adjudicated by the '° 
court’ so cohVened.! ib bteestir tree: 


Ae mm ark Aa © COREA AOE ES OH RN Ay Net hee mn RAS ps tating tts 
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CENTRAL INTELIIGENCE AGENCY 


- Sec. 102. (a) There is hereby established under the National Security Counci] a- 


‘the head thereof... . ; oe 


Central Intelligence Agency with a Director of Centra} Intelligence, who shall be | 


GENERAL AUTHORITIES 


Sec. 6. In the performance of its functions, the Central Intelligence Agency is 
authorized to-- a te aa 
_ . (a) Transfer to and receive from other Government agencies such sums as may .. ~ 
be approved by the Bureau of the Budget, for the performance of any of the func- 
tions or activities authorized under sections 102 and 303 of the National Securi- 


. ty Act of 1947 (Public Law 253, Eightieth Congress), and any other Government 


543) 


‘agency is authorized to transfer to or receive from the Agency such sums without | 


regard to any provisions of law limiting or prohibiting transfers between appro- 
priations. Sums transferred to the Agéncy in accordance with this paragraph may 


“be expended for the purposes -and under the authority of this Act without regard to. 


limitations of appropriations from which transferred; ; ; 
(b) Exchange. funds without regard to-section 3651 Revised Statutes (31 U.S.C. 


7 wea ' 
(c) Reimburse other Governiient agencies for services of personnel assigned -to 
the Agency, and such other Government agencies are hereby authorized, without re- 
gard to provisions of law to the contrary, so to assign or detail any officer or - 
employee for duty with the Agency; .-.. Mao Eaettah “he ee OS . 


' Sec. 7. In the interests of the security of the foreign intelligence activities 


of the United States and-in order further to implement the proviso of section 102 


(d) (3) of the National Security Act of .1947 (Public Law 253, Eightieth Congress,,. 
first session) that the Director of Central Intelligence shall.be responsible for 
protecting intelligence sources and methods from unauthorized disclosure, the 


" Agency shall be exempted from the provisions ‘of sections 1 and 2, chapter 795 of 


the Act of August 28, 1935 (49 Stat. 956, 957; U.S.C. 654), and the provisions of 


any other law which require the publication or disclosure of the organization, 


functions, names, official titles, salaries, or numbers of personnel employed by 
the Agency: Provided, That in furtherance of this section, the Director of the, 


'. Bureau of the Budget shal} make no reports.to.the Congress in connection with the 


Agency uncer section 607, title VI, chapter 212 of the Act of June 30, 1945, as a: 
mended (. S.C. 947 (b)). s . _ Ue sntoghe oo ce a. 


APPROPRIATIONS 


q ‘s a . <* ss 2 
: . “cy 


eo ef e 


, Sec. 10.€b) The sums made available to the Agency may be expended without re~ 


gard to the provisions of law and regualtions relating to the expenditure of. Gov- 
“ernment funds;: and for objects of a confidential, extraordinary, or emergency na- 


vee 


2 


ture, ‘such expenditures to he accounted for-solély on the-certificate of the Di- 
rector and every such certificate shall be ‘deemed a sufficient voucher for ‘the 


amount therein certified. a 
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EDITORIALS” © 


on 


A Shocking Fact i 3 


Not one newspaper. nor one press service has carricd a line 
about the Washington challenge to ane very foundation of the 
Central. Intelligence Agency. 

It is amazing, for instance, oie the Washington Post, critic 
of Nixon's Vietnam policy and a publisher of the Pentagon Papers, 

- is absolutely mute on the subject of the constitutionality of 
the CIA Act of 1949. ° 

It seems almost unbelievable that America's “most prestigious 

‘newspaper of record, the New York Times, carried no story on the 

_ extremely important federal appeals court.decision of July 20. 
stating that: there was a serious constitutional question in- 
volved in CIA funding and reinstating a.case that had been vir-’ 
ene thrown put of court. 


But cae, Is A Reason 


, The Central Intelligence Agency is truly the central nervous - 
“system of the monster that is American imperialism. To challénge 
it comes close to challenging the system itself. 
Vietnam has been a disaster for American foreign serie and — 

- liberal establishment opposition to Nixon's course in Vietnam 
_has simply registered this fact. For them, opposition on Vietnam 
is often a way of rescueing imperialism - not attacking it. . The 

suppression of the CIA story by the liberal press is. either an 
attempt to protect it by.a conspiracy of silence, or else the 
media moguls are painstakingly mea an acer? ee a ue 
the revelations. 


A Challenge To The Candidates 


A more interesting question “will be the response of ene candi- 
dates in this election year, 1972. ~~ 
.. ~ Will Richard Nixon, who has assured America ‘that fie isa 
strict constructionist" on constitutional matters insist on a. 
- strict construction on this obviously unconstitutional law?: 
Will he give the orders immediately to publish the real budget 
- of the CIA? Will he request the legislation that will give the 
taxpayers and voters some inkling of the amount of funds Spent 
and the uses’ to which they were pale : 
.. And George McGovern. Will Nixon's leading critic ened the - 
-. publication of the ‘real CIA budget? Will he insist that no more” 
.% ‘funds be expended on overthrowing unfriendly foreign governments,’ 
"- assasinating their leaders or subverting their institutions? 
Obviously,.in the best interests of the country the candidates 
should speak out. But, being skeptics, we won't hold our breath - 
" Appiaiced Fine Release 2004/1 0/28 : CIA-RDP88- 01314R000300310037-9 
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: The scandale it exposes ard the continuous, attacks’ on the wel- 
fare ofthe people by unbridled monopoly capitaliam. es 
Poverty, discrimination on account of race and’ sex, unemploy- | 


ment, miserable housing and inadequate medical eare are the lot of 
millions in this vichest country in the history of the world. | . 
_ Day in and ‘day out big business drives. to maintain its -profits 
_at the expense of the living standards of the working people.’ 
‘-" ghe story’ of how and why these things‘ happen is what. we want to 
spread on the pagee of THE VOICE. Gre PO URS Sao 
THE VOICE stands with all the poor and working people against 
the onslaught of monopoly capital and the government tt, imposes on 
us + ae ra " 7 % aye t s 742, 4 


“It stands vith Black.and minority people against ractem and:. +", 
* guper~exploitatton. .. 
Tt stands with all oppressed nations for their tiberatton from 
the same capitaliat forces organized as a world impertalist system. 
Tt supports the day to day fight of the people to better their * 
lives, but it, understands that until the ‘system itself ts replaced * 
_ the struggle will, be. intense and endless.  *" PUaeehe PS OL RTT es 
The system that -~' as:sure ae day’ follows night -— will: replace ' 
capitalism will end forever: the: explottatton ‘of: the lnany byithe:t 7%. 
‘tfew. : It will beled: by the: working peaple themselves, 2.05). 219. 
Ita name is soctaliam. a to : * he 


NACLA 


Staff and Contributors: ‘Ellen Chapnick, Charles Creasy, 
Gwen Daugherty, Steve Daugherty, Jim Drew, Sid Efross, Marcia 
Heath, David Marcuse, Eric Metzner,” Jackie Metzner, Gwen 
Patton, Steve Snider, Billie Stultz, Barry Wells, Hudson 
Wells, Ruth Wells, and Others... © = ° & 


i, 


: The WORKING PEOPLE'S VOICE is published in Washington 
‘D.C. by WORKING PEOPLE'S VOICE, Inc., a non-profit: corpo- 
ration, Letters to the editor, inquiries and subscriptions . 
should be addressed to: : Evy ‘ae 

77 THE WORKING PEOPLE'S VOICE 
; ; ' 654. Massachusetts Ave., N.Ey.. 
ro : He D.C, 20002 . oe 
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VOICE Interview 
“They” re not going to like this case” 


~~ THE VOICE : Ceaiieien Mp. 

“William Higgs at some Length. 
An excerpt from oa tnterview 
follows. 


4 VOICE: fo. ‘begin, how did you 
get into this case? 

Higgs: For a long time I've 
been very interestted in and con- 
cerned about the CIA - what its 
been: doing in this country and 
its effects on people all over 
the world, - 

. I've been very interested in 
finding any way possible, par- 
ticularly a legal method if 
possible, to do, something about 
the CIA's secret activities: 

I learned about three weeks 
ago that Mr. William Richardson 
. from Greensburg, Pennsylvania, 
had brought a suit-on his own 
and got a favorable decision, 
by a 6 to 3 vote of the entire 
- bench of the Third Circuit Court 
of Appeals sitting in Philadel- 
phia saying that the question of 
. disclosure of secret financing 
of the CIA presented a substan- 
tial question for the Courts 
under the Constitution, and re- 
manding the ‘case for a full — 
hearing by a special court of 3 
Federal Judges. 

Mr. Richardson, who is not a 
lawyer, evidently just took the 
Constitution and read it and he 
found the particular provision 
_almest no one, had ever thought 
about, which is Article 1, Sect - 
9, Clause -7, which says that the 
expenditures and receipts of all 
government agencies shall be full 
accounted for by publication and 
‘said to the Court::. Look, we 
have this section of the Consti- 
‘Its clear what it means: 
The CIA is a government agencyt’: 
and hence; ‘I- want.a report 
from the ‘CIA, . oe 

I would say: “thats really. the . 
- guts of the case and how I; came, : 
"to be involved. ; eee ‘ 


VOICE: 


va 


ee what 


are the cbgeott mag a6, vais POF Released b0GA 


uou have filed he 


or to fund organizations or 


jials to, torture -people. 
‘|suit is successful, 
ities will be made public, and 


Higgs: :We-want the CIA. to’ 
report in detail, before the 


November 7 elections, all of its defenses. 
arguing with the Constitution. 


In: other words, we want The Constitution says point 

blank that the government will 
publish an accounting of its act- 
ivities- ‘receipts, expenditures, 
or whatever. 
around that in substance. 


receipts .and expenditures of | 
money. 


to know state by state and coun-" 
try by country how much money 
has been spent. For every state 
we. want to have a functional - 
breakdown - whether the money 
was used to publish magazines 


whatever. The same is true 
internationally. We want to- 

, know how much CIA money in each 
know how much CIA money is spen 
and for what in each country. 

VOICE: What do you think the 
reaction to this suit will be 
by foretgn.governments ? 

Higgs: ‘I think there's 
going to be a lot of concern 
about this. Obviously a for- 
eign government in which U.S. 
activities are unpopular will. 
realize that there is a substan- 
tial chance that its funding- 


-|secret funding from the U.S. 
‘|Central Intelligence agency- wil} 


be made public, including the 


.|types of activities for which it 


receives the funding. 
. For example, assume the CIA 


is active in-Brazil, including 


providing funding. for mater- 
If this 
these activ- 


obviously, the Brazilian govern- 
ment is going to be somewhat con- 
cerned. Or take the situation 

in Chile where, as you know,. the 
CIA was quite active in attempt- 
ing to overthrow the government. 


VOICE: What kind of defense 
can the government prepare for 
this ease? 

Higgs: I'm not sure’ 
not going to like this case. 

They may even try retaliation of 


‘ some kind. Clearly they will de- 


fend this as far as they need to, 
have’ in_the_Richardson 


VOICE: What are thetr options? 


the case. 


They're. 


/AOAR8y:1GLAiBDP88-01 314R0 


Higgs: The only options are 


what are called technical legal 


There is simply no 


There is no way 


So all they can'do is argue 


-a number of technical legal de- 
fenses. 
of political question defense, 
standing defense or jurisdic- 

¢ tional ‘defense or that, sort of 


These go under the names 


thing. 


VOICE: And- those Geteiees 


es sentially challenge your right 


to make such d suit? 

Higgs: Yes, they essentially 
say that a citizen who is no 
more than a citizen, taxpayer and 
voter has no right to even bring 
a case’ like this, because your 
standing is so ‘insgignificant". 


VOICE: Is the CIA operating 
domes tteatly? 
“Higgs: I think they are. Ob- 


viously, the disclosures surround- 
ing the funding of the National 
Student Association in 1968 point 
to this. 

VOICE: The case is now before 
Judge Bryant here in Washington. 


| What are his alternatives in 


handling the case? 
Higgs: Well, first he can re- 


fuse to convene a three judge 
court on the ground that there ‘is 
no substantial federal question 
presented by the complaint. 
This is the same as dismissing 
If he does this, we 
can appeal to the Court of 
Appeals. 

Or he could follow the Third 
Circuit's decision in the Rich- 
ardson case and say there is a 
substantial issue here and cer- 
tify the case to the Court of 
Appeals- to Judge Bazelon. 

Finally, Judge Bryant could 
simply say that the complaint 
t003F%"@ questions that 
are so clearly correct that 


there is no need for P a nGlirs oe of 


judge court, and he could. grant” 
the relief that is asked for. 
VOICE: When might Judge 
Bryant make his decisto? - 
Higgs: He could do so.any 
day, but I would anticipate that 
he wili take up to two weeks. 
VOICE: What kind of poltticat 
pressures are there on the court ° 
in a case like this? 
Higgs: I think there could 
be enormous political pressures 
on the court. [I hope we have 


judges who, could withstand 36 years ago in Greenville, Miss’ 


|these pressures’ and I think we 
may have, but I think the pres- 
| sures’ could be absolutely enor- 
mous, however, because, of. 

|course, if the CIA act is, in 
part, declared unconstitutional, 
its, impact on this society: and, 
indeed, on: the entire world is 
going to be very great. 

VOICE: It seems to us. that 
tf the suit ts successful, tt 
will open the CIA to a much - 
eloser serutiny than tt has 
ever been given before. For in- 
stance, tt ts tmposstible to de- 
termine whether or not the 
Agency employs Blacks or women 
at this time. 

Higgs: This is certainly 
true. Many people see the CIA 
asa bastion of racism in the — 
world- the brains of racism and 

‘lpower in the world. If the ra- 
‘cial composition-is, like the 
FBI- which is the closest guess 
wé can make* then there may be 
quite a bit of proof to certain 
elements of this charge. ' 
VOICE: There are several 
Congressional committees theor-. 
ettcally charged with reviewing 
CIA activittes- The CIA over- 
stght committee, for example. 

Don't they have some responstb- 
tility in this case? « 

Higgs: Members of- congress © 
themselves havea direct res- . 
ponsibility to enforce the Con-°* 


- stitution, including this sec-- -- 


tion, and they have failed their: 
duty 5 in’ my opinion, miserably. 
I think, quite honestly, there - 
‘is no member of. congress who 
knows what the CIA, is doing. I 
’ think their own debates bear 
‘this out. The committee mem- 
bers often do not: even know what 
questions to ask to find out. 
‘VOICE: Do you expect to be 


jpossibilities of personal harr- 


- School in 1958, Mr. Higgs re-- 


‘ begin a career of civil rights 


_ ing ,in ‘the Jang 


od : , fond: ‘ ’ 15 
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‘Higgs: Oh, I- think: this is 7 
a-real possibility. ¢ Hopefully «- 
this will be litigated ‘in a°***” 
fair and equitable fashion, but: 


> 


‘assment are fea there. 


Activis st] Returns 


William L. Higgs was born. 


lawsuit against the Governor, ° 
the State Sovereignty Commis- 
sion, and the White Citizens - 
Council (the : ‘Suit: charged the 
‘state with secretly funding the 
‘White Citizens Council with over 
half a million dollars) also did 
not endear him to the power 
‘structure in his home state. It 
is probable that the straw that 
broke the camel's, back-was Bill: 
Higgs' close association with 
Medgar Evers, who, at the time 
of his murder, was Field Secre- 
tary for the NAACP in Miss. 

Bill Higgs' D.C. activities 
include | work with Julius. Hobson 
rjon the, famed ‘Skelley. Wright 
a school decision which abolished 
the racist track system in the 
D.C. public schools and the © 
founding of the Washington Human 


issippi., 

After receiving a B. A degree’ 
from 'ole' Miss" in 1955 and an 
LL.B. degree from Harvard Law: 


turned to Greenville in 1959 to 


activities which led to his 
being ''run out of the state" ‘a 
mere three years later, 

‘ During the 1960 Presidential 
campaign, Bill Higgs served as 
the Mississippi State Chairman 
of the Citizens for Kennedy- 
Johnson - not a cautious begin-. 
of the, Dixie , 
crats. : He _went-on to be the 
first lawyer to represent James 
Meredith in his fight to enter 
the U. of Mississipi. A 1961. . 


Rights Project. ‘This Project: * 
utilized college students and “ 
law students to do the invalu-~* 
able research which helped to te 
force the Congress. to adopt the: 
Civil Rights Act of 1964 and. the: 
Voter Rights Act of 1965. 
also represented the Student . 
Nonviolent Coordinating Commis: 
ttee (SNCC) during this period, - 
In 1968 Bill Higgs moved to 
New Mexico to work with Reies’ ‘°° 
Tijerina, Chicano liberation 
.factivist and with Alianza Fed- 
ese? an a8 -Jeral de Pueblas Libres ~ a Chi- 
: cano land grant organization...< | 
Bill Higgs returned to- “Wash-. - 
ington about a month, ago. | ‘He‘is: 
again working with Julius Hobson 
as a consultant for the Washing-- 
ton Institute af AMaTiTy Educ- 
ation. . tee -- 


tee 


a 
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"Sordid Story” 


The most shameful and most Typical Frarsaetion 
sect¥et betrayal of American - RAE 4 Se . e 
labor is the partnership between ". Lovestone soon was receiving Fie Cir} ELEY. Uy b 
the AFL-CIO bureaucracy and the $2 million a year for his over- NGL? ht ; Be 849 8,8 
‘ dees and President K 3 3 
_ Central Intelligence Agency. | seas operations. In a Saturday San Ne le 


was Officially established. 

The govermnent expressed ‘its 
interest in the "institute" with 
an initial grant of $396,000 for 


_. If the lawsuit to force the’ Evening Post story, Thomas - 
“CIA to_reveal its budget is .suc- Braden, then a special assistant | 
cessful, we may learn the extent to Allen Dulles, reported a 


to which the nation's labor typical transaction in which he 

0 .typical t 1962. 0 1.5 milli 

unions have been -used to enforce gave Irving Brown $15,000 of of a es era 

United States foreign policy. CIA money to pay off strong-arm big business. Mean boas pba 
The facts revealed.in the CIA squads in Mediterranean ports Lee : 


list of 80 ‘corporate contribut- 
ors, most of them.the U.S.'5 
biggest corporations with in- 


‘scandals of 1966-67 when the so that American supplies could 
_ CIA's system of financing labor be unloaded despite the opposit- 
. and other organizations through jon of French dockworkers. 


‘dummy foundations. was exposed, Lovestone, as an AFL-CIO of- nadine rena ee as 
‘barely scratch.the surface. . ficial, USed the structure of = one eees ae 
Nonetheless, they tell a truly the International Confederation i cate Paks a peace Ths 
sordid story. es of Free Trade Unions (ICFTU) as Pan-Am, Rockefeller Brothers 
The powerful leftist labor 4 channel for CIA operations, Puidvend, Wels “Grace and 0 
“organizations of post, World , causing embarrassment to unions —_ 
‘War Il Europe were a source of in other countries and casting 
-concern to the United States suspicion on relations with th eer Fiz 
government. It was necessary AFL-CIO representatives: : "T do not think there 
.to stop the growth of these’ In time, the CIA's heavy ts anything inherently - 
organizations and prepare the . handed tactics became so obvious’ reprehenstble tn cooper-" 
way for the Marshall Plan. ‘that the ICFTU fell into open ation with descendants | 
sy = : conflict with the AFL-CIO lead- of capttaltsts, even 
CIA. Funds Untons Abroad ers. The idea of making anti- with some whose past po- 


. etttons leave something: 
to be destred." 
Joseph Betrne | 


| Communism the major task of an 
international labor organization 
had become unacceptable to even 
some of the more anti-Communist 
leaders of European unions. 

In the spirit of fraternal - 
relations, some European union 
leaders began to visit the 
Soviet Union and other socialist 
countries as guests of their 
unions. It was evident that the 
AFL-CIO and CIA team would have 
of the secretly subsidized * |to look elsowhere for a front. 
trade union to Italy. These In 1962, George Meany, 
‘unions were then uged to set up| Lovestone, Joseph Beirne (presi- 
networks of international organ|dent ofthe Communications Work- 
izations throughout Europe, ers of America) and Dubinsky 
fatin Aerie andoAsias started to build their own "in- 

Wherever there were unions |.ternational" -- the American 
‘which would not cooperate with | Institute for Free Labor Devel-_ 
‘the CIA, they tried to set up | pment (AIFLD). “In 1959, the, 
competing organizations and de-| Communications Workers of Ameri- 
stroy the existing unions. (A |ca school in Virginia began to. 
detailed account of the CIA's | train handpicked Latin American . 
use of labor agents is availabl}students for "labor leadership 


Using funds furnished by 
‘<David Dubinsky, head of the In- 
_ ternational Ladies Garment Work- 
‘ers. Union, Jay Lovestone, expel- 

led ex-leader of the Communist. 
Party and long térm CIA opera- 
tive within union ranks, and his 
assistant, Irving Brown, organ- 
‘ized Force Ourvriere, an anti- 
Communist ‘French union, 

The CIA soon took over the 

financing and spread the idea 


' ° Testifying before the Sen-. 
ate Foreign Relations Commit- ~ 
tee, August 1,1969, Meany. ex- 
plained the unanimous, decision 
of the Executive Board of the 
|JAFL-CIO to bring business into 
AIFLD. "We felt business should: 
.|have the same interest in Latin 
America as we have,...saie, 
sound free societies. Especial- 
‘ly if they were businesses that 
had some buiness to do in 
Latin America." / 
Responding to Senator Frank 
Church's statement that financ- 
ing by government and big busi- 
ness destroyed the independent 
image of the AFL-CIO among 
workers abroad and thereby lim-. 


~~ 


.in CIA and Ameri&pprt or Reldase 2004710/28 CHA: RDPSE-01314RO_BDGS100B7igence, Meany 
George Morris, International [George Meany met with then Sec- |would say only "No, I don't 
Publishers, N.Y., 1966.) retary of Labor Arthur Goldberg continuce 


‘Iwds already funding AIFLD in 
Its grant to{ 


‘ling the area in the guise of 


| progressive regime in Guyana) 


‘and AIFLD was revealed to 
most important conduit to 


fing government money into 


, & ‘ 
Approved For Releas 
think so "" and followed with his 
usual: claim that such arguments 
came from Communists: 

The ‘American Institute For 
Free Labor: Development ‘(AIFLD) 
with its staff of some 200 roam- 


a 4 


educators and administrators, 
focused on the growing leftist 
movement in Latin America. Par~ 
allel organizations such as the 
African-American Labor Center 
(AALC) with Irving Brown as di- 
rector, and the Asian-American 
Free Labor Institute (AAFLI) | 
headed by George O'Keefe (who 
had. been a leading figure in 
the overthrow of Cheddi Jagan's 


were then established. 
' George Meany kept top control 
as chairman of all three organ- 
izations. The Labor Advisory | 


Committee on Foreign Assistance,’ 
.}an overall ‘coordinating body 


between the AFL-CIO and the 
State Department was setup. 
also is chaired by.Meany. 


Condutt to Lattin Amertea 


When the CIA scandal broke, 

be the 
Latin 
America, a new source for 
the 
AFL-CIO overseas projects 
necessary. The Agency for In- 
ternational Development, which 


part; was perfect. 
AIFLD alone jumped into the mil- 
lions. 

In the .transcript of the Aug- 
ust 1969 Senate Foreign: Relat- 
ions, Committee Wearing, Senator 
Fulbright disclosed that the 
bulk of the AID funds for’"labor 
progress" were channeled through 
the AFL-CIO. By 1969, the 
three "institutes" had received 
over $33 million. The 1970 AID~ 
budget. allocated $8 million, . 


|with a probable increase to $10 


million, to the projects. 

The evidence. indicates that 
leaders of only several unions’ 
in: the AFL-CIO lent their inter- 
national affairs departments to 
CIA projects, Most prominent in 


that group. were Beirne's Commun-| 


ications Workers of America, the 
Oil, Chemical §& Atomic Workers, 
the Retail saan nena nicseat 


Association, the State, eS 


funnel. 


became 


‘Meany! s insistance. 


= r a ‘ q 
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Municipal Employees, the .Am 
can Newspaper Guild and the. Peo: 
therhood of Railway Clerks. 


~Tt 


- Several of these unions have 
independent "contracts" with AID 
for finances for unspecified - 
tasks. Fulbright noted’ that . 
there are many reports to the 
effect that these subcontractors 
formerly received funds through 
CIA sponsored foundations. 


Some Cone Batk 


Since the exposure of the: 
CIA's connections with the AFL-. 
CIO, union memberships have ende 
ed participation of a number of* 


yunions in AID contracts. 


The Oil, Chemical §& Atomic 
Workers ousted its leadership 
and climinated CIA domination. 
The State, City §& Municipal. 
Employees elected Jerry Wurf 
president who promptly dismissed 


; {the two CIA agents that had been 
it 


running the union's internation- 
al affairs department. At its 
1970 convention, the union de- 
nounced ‘the U.S. policy in Indo- 
china. 
While Charles A. Perlick rose 
to the presidency of the Ameri- 
can Newspaper Guild after admitt- 
ing to the receipt of more than. 
$1 million from the CIA for 

Guild activities abroad, his 
union refused further funds and 


| took a strong stand against the 


Indochina war and the murders at 
Kent State and- Jackson State. 

It is ironic to note that 
Fulbright called the hearings . 
which are responsible for re- _ 
vealing the most current inform- ~~ 
ation on the alliance between 
the CIA and the AFL-CIO at Mr. . 
Meany had . 
objected to’ Fulbright's state-. 
ment that the money the United 
States government gives to the 
"institutes" was a payoff for 


‘the federation's support of the 
: Indochina war policy. 


Mr. Meariy 
certainly proved that the gov- - 
ernment had gotten its moneys 
worth in intelligence operations 
around the globe. These activ- 
itics were hidden not only from 
the -general public but also from 
the AFL-CIO's rank and file mem- 
bership. The exposure of the ~ 
CIA budget might show us that 
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